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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 5 recites 
"comprising" should be "comprising:", and line 9 recites "communication" should be 
"communication:". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 9, 10, 16-18, 25, 43, 53-54, and 68-69 have the same defect. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or ou 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appHcation for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8-13, 15-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Maekawa (U.S. Patent 5,663,953). 

As to claims 1,13, and 18, Maekawa teaches a communication control apparatus 
for controlling multipoint communication conducted using a plurality of communication 
apparatuses connected via a communication circuit (col. 2, lines 9-11) comprising: a 
request processing means for inquiring to a designated communication apparatus 
whether it intends to attend multipoint communication when receiving information 
designating that communication apparatus and a request seeking the attendance of that 
designated communication apparatus in the multipoint communication (col. 2, lines 11- 
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14; col. 4, lines 24-28); and a communication control means for controlling the multipoint 
communication among the plurality of communication apparatuses including the 
designated communication apparatus when receiving an answer from the designated 
communication apparatus to the effect of attending the multipoint communication (col. 2, 
lines 14-19; col. 4, lines 29-33). 

As to claims 2 and 19, Maekawa teaches the request processing means notifies 
the communication apparatus issuing the request that it has received an answer from 
the designated communication apparatus to the effect of refusing to attend the 
multipoint communication when receiving the same (col. 2, lines 1-6; col. 5, lines 18-25), 

As to claims 3-4, and 20-21, Maekawa teaches issuing an answer to the effect of 
refusing to attend the multipoint communication of the conversation at a predetermined 
timing (Fig. 2, S3, S4 & S8). 

As to claims 5 and 22, Maekawa teaches the requesting processing means 
sends information about at least one of the attendants in the multipoint communication 
(Fig. 2, S2 & S6). 

As to claims 6 and 23, Maekawa teaches the requesting processing means 
sends information necessary for the designated communication apparatus to attend the 
multipoint communication to the designated communication apparatus (Fig. 2, S2 & S6). 

As to claims 8 and 24, Maekawa teaches the communication control means 
controls data transmitted from the plurality of communication apparatuses engaged in 
the multipoint communication to be received by other communication apparatuses other 
than the communication apparatuses transmitting the data (col. 4, lines 50-52). 
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Claims 9 and 25 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed with respect to 
claim 1. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed with respect to 
claim 1. Furthermore, Maekawa teaches disconnecting from the multipoint 
communication in response to the inquiry from the request processing (col. 6, lines 11- 
50). 

As to claim 12, Maekawa teaches carrying out a charge processing on users of 
the communication apparatus for the service related to the multipoint communication 
(col. 1, lines 51-55; col. 2, lines 20-24). 

As to claim 15, Maekawa teaches the command to attend the multipoint 
communication is input (Fig. 2, S3 & S4; col. 5, lines 18-25). 

As to claim 16, Maekawa teaches a display means for display based on image 
information sent from the communication control apparatus (Fig. 1, display unit 8; Fig. 2, 
S9; Fig. 3, S12). 

As to claim 17, Maekawa teaches a speech output means for speech output 
based on speech information transmitted from the communication control apparatus 
(Fig. 1, microphone 2 & speaker 3). 

Claim 26 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed with respect to claim 1 . 
Furthermore, Maekawa teaches a medium for providing a program describing a routine 
for controlling multipoint communication (col. 3, line 61 through col. 4, line 3). 

Claim 27 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 2 and 26. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maekawa (U.S. Patent 5,663,953) in view of Dinwoodie (U.S. Patent 6,415,269). 

As to claims 7 and 14, Maekawa does not teach the information necessary for 
attendance in the multipoint communication is information identifying the multipoint 
communication and a password. 

Dinwoodie teaches the information necessary for attendance in the multipoint 
communication is information identifying the multipoint communication and a password 
(Fig. 2, elements 42, 44 & 48; col. 4, lines 7-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Dinwwodie into the teachings of 
Maekawa for authentication purposes. 

6. Claims 28-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maekawa (U.S. Patent 5,663,953) in view of Kenichi (JP 1 1272577). 

Claims 28 and 43 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 . However, Maekawa does not teach a keyword input means for 
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inputting a keyword, a keyword extracting nneans for extracting the keyword from the 
received data. 

Kenichi teaches a keyword input nneans for inputting a keyword, a keyword 
extracting nneans for extracting the keyword from the received data (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Kenichi into the teachings of Maekawa for 
the purpose of enabling a user to acquire a desired speech and to participate in a chat. 

Claims 29-42 and 44-57 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above 
with respect to claims 1 and 28. 

Claim 58 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 28. Furthermore, Kenichi teaches a medium providing a program for making a 
computer execute (see abstract). 

Claims 59-69 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claims 44-54, respectively. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Katz (U.S. Patent 5,091,933) teaches multiple party telephone control system. 

Hogan et al. (U.S. Patent 5,483,587) teaches system and method for call 
conferencing. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this comnnunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quynh H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7489. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 6:15 A.M. to 
4:45 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on 571-272-7488. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://Dair-direct.uspto.qov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Quynh H. Nguyen 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2642 



